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This week's Indian Opinion will give a full report of the deputation
that has waited on behalf of the British Indian Association on Lord Sel-
borne.2

The issues raised and discussed are, in my humble opinion, very import-
ant and the most important of all is the one regarding the doctrine of
class legislation laid down by Sir Arthur Lawley and the opposition to it
by the British Indian Association. Sir Arthur Lawley's -suggestions are
meant to conciliate the European prejudice and so is the proposal of the
British Indian Association. If anything, the proposition of the latter meets
the European view more completely than Sir Arthur Lawley's suggestion.
It is difficult to understand why he has laid so much stress upon the differ-
ences between class and class, but if that doctrine is accepted, there will
be no end to restrictions upon British Indians in South Africa. It is, there-
fore, a most important point. The reserve with which Lord Selborne dealt
with matters urged by the British Indian Association shows that Mr. Lyt-
telton has not yet yielded to Sir Arthur's proposals.
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172. THE IMMIGRATION ACT AT THE CAPE

We reproduce in another column a very important test case on the
Immigration Act at the Cape. The British Indians at the Gape will have
to be very careful as to how the Act is being worked. One Narotam
Lalu, who has been a resident for nine years in Natal, was prevented
from entering the Cape on the ground that he was not domiciled in South
Africa. His claim to previous domicile was rejected, although he held
a domicile certificate from Natal, because he did not have his wife and
children with him, or in South Africa. The authorities at the Cape have
instructed their officials that, unless applicants show that they possess
immovable property in South Africa, or have their families in South
Africa, their claims are to be rejected. Mr. Justice Maasdorp has given
a fairly full judgment. He lays down that the requirement as to the presence
of wife and children in South Africa, although it is a very great fact in
support of domicile, is not absolutely essential. The learned judge has
also laid down that a Certificate of domicile from Natal is no proof of
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